The Cathra system is a commercial mul- 
Results are entered into a "Replianalyzer" microcomputer which produces printouts of organism identities and suggestions for additional tests where necessary. Results can also be recorded on a score sheet to generate an octal code which is used to obtain identities from a profile register known as "Replidex". In this study the API 20E identities were assumed to be "correct", and the performance of the Cathra system was assessed against this standard.
Results
The number of identities for which the two systems were in agreement is shown in tifications for miscellaneous Gram negative organisms in our study was mainly due to errors with Flavobacterium sp. The Cathra database did not contain F meningosepticum, but Cathra could correctly differentiate P vulgaris and P penneri,2 while both organisms were identified as P vulgaris by API 20E. As the formulation of some media in the Cathra system differs from conventional or the API 20E media, no attempt was made to compare individual reactions of the systems.1°N o test system can give a "correct" answer for every organism, but because the API 20E is well established and widely accepted,5 we used it as a standard to evaluate the performance of Cathra. When disagreement occurred between the two systems, tests such as oxidase, motility, and oxidation/fermentation were performed as appropriate. These results always favoured the identifications provided by API 20E.
Discrepancies sometimes arose because of difficulties with the interpretation of colour reactions. Control strains were included in every test and reproducible results were always obtained. Where disagreement occurred between the two systems for the identification of test organisms, the strains were retested and in most cases the same results were obtained. In summary, the Cathra system is a useful and convenient method for the identification of clinical isolates of Enterobacteriaceae. It is less successful for the identification of the less common non-fermenters and the database needs to be extended for this group. The multipoint inoculation methodology is very suitable for busy laboratories and would be particularly useful for those using break-point sensitivity testing. The computed identification database and report generator provided with the system is helpful and easy to use, but inevitably increases the cost of the system.
